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DETAILED ACTION 

This, action is in response to an Appeal Brief filed January 9, 2006. Claims 1-47 are 
presented for further consideration. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last 
Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-47 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection is made in view of newly found reference 
Dietz et al. (US Patent 6,839,751 ). Examiner suggests amending the independent 
claims to further include limitations which explicitly describe that usage data for the 
statistical model is tracked, accumulated, and subsequently updated independently for 
each user ID or customer's usage, as disclosed in Applicant's specification (pages 11- 
1 3), so as to clearly distinguish over the prior art on record. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action; 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) s the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-2, 13, 37-38, and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Dietz et al (US Patent 6,839,751), hereinafter referred to as Dietz. 

In reference to claim 1 , Dietz discloses a method for re-using information from data 
transactions for maintaining statistics in network monitoring. Dietz discloses (abstract; 
column 4, lines 14-33): 

• A method for analyzing a stream of usage data (Figure 3; column 8 t lines 45-56), 
comprising: 

• Generating a statistical model (i.e. statistical measures/network usage metrics; 
column 3, lines 14-33; column 17, lines 35-53) from a set of record events (i.e. 
flow-entry; column 10, line 55-column 11, line 5); 

• Receiving a most recent record event, (i.e. new packet of flow arrives at monitor; 
column 8, lines 45-62; Figure 3-item 302) and 

• Updating the statistical model using the most recent event by adding the most 
recent record to the statistical model (updating statistical measures stored in the 
flow-entry; column 11, lines 50-58; column 12, lines 55-67), wherein an identifier 
is associated with each record event (i.e. unique flow signature; column 11, lines 
15-49), including updating only a portion of the statistical model associated with 
the identifier (i.e. updating statistical measures of the flow-entry that matches the 
unique flow signature/previously encountered flow; column 17, lines 9-60; Figure 
3-item 322). 
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In reference to claim 13, Dietz discloses a method for re-using information from data 
transactions for maintaining statistics in network monitoring. Dietz discloses (abstract; 
column 4, lines 14-33): 

• A method for analyzing a stream of usage data (Figure 3; column 8, lines 45-56) 
over a rolling time interval, comprising: 

• Defining a statistical model (i.e. statistical measures/network usage metrics; 
column 3, lines 14-33; column 17, lines 35-53) from a set of record events (i.e. 
flow-entry; column 10, line 55-column 11, line 5); 

• Defining the rolling time interval to include a plurality of update time intervals (i.e. 
time interval; column 33, line 15-column 34, line 30); 

• Receiving a record event from the stream of network usage data over the rolling 
time interval, (i.e. new packet of flow arrives at monitor; column 8, lines 45-62; 
Figure 3-item 302); 

• Storing the record event for each update interval in a history cache (i.e. cache 
memory containing flow database; column 17, lines 4-34); 

• Generating a statistical model (i.e. statistical measures/network usage metrics; 
column 3, lines 14-33; column 17, lines 35-53) over the rolling time interval using 
the statistical model and each record event stored in the history cache (i.e. flow- 
entry; column 10, line 55-column 11, line 5); 

• Updating the statistical model using the statistical model and a most recent event 
for a most recent update time interval (updating statistical measures stored in the 
flow-entry; column 1 1 , lines 50-58; column 12, lines 55-67), including updating 
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only a portion of the statistical model associated (i.e. unique flow signature; 
column 11, lines 15-49), with the most recent record event (i.e. updating 
statistical measures of the flow-entry that matches the unique flow 
signature/previously encountered flow; column 17, lines 9-60; Figure 3-item 322). 

In reference to claim 37, Dietz discloses a system for re-using information from data 
transactions for maintaining statistics in network monitoring. Dietz discloses (abstract; 
column 4, lines 14-33): 

• A network usage analysis system for analyzing a stream of network usage data 
(Figure 3; column 8, lines 45-56), comprising: 

• A data analysis system server (i.e. analyzer; column 6, lines 5-20; Figure 1-item 
108) which generates a statistical model (i.e. statistical measures/network usage 
metrics; column 3, lines 14-33; column 17, lines 35-53) from a set of record 
events (i.e. flow-entry; column 10, line 55-column 11, line 5); 

• Receiving a most recent record event, (i.e. new packet of flow arrives at monitor; 
column 8, lines 45-62; Figure 3-item 302) and 

• Updating the statistical model using the most recent event by adding the most 
recent record to the statistical model (updating statistical measures stored in the 
flow-entry; column 11, lines 50-58; column 12, lines 55-67), wherein an identifier 
is associated with each record event (i.e. unique flow signature; column 11, lines 
15-49), including updating only a portion of the statistical model associated with 
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the identifier (i.e. updating statistical measures of the flow-entry that matches the 
unique flow signature/previously encountered flow; column 17, lines 9-60; Figure 
3-item 322). 

In reference to claim 45, Dietz discloses a system comprising hardware and software for 
re-using information from data transactions for maintaining statistics in network 
monitoring. Dietz discloses (abstract; column 4, lines 14-33): 
• A computer-readable medium having computer executable instructions (i.e. 
software; column 8, line 45-50) for performing a method for analyzing a of usage 
data, the method (Figure 3; column 8, lines 50-56), comprising: 

• Generating a statistical model (i.e. statistical measures/network usage metrics; 
column 3, lines 14-33; column 17, lines 35-53) from a set of record events (i.e. 
flow-entry; column 10, line 55-column 11, line 5); 

t 

• Receiving a most recent record event, (i.e. new packet of flow arrives at monitor; 
column 8, lines 45-62; Figure 3-item 302) and 

• Updating the statistical model using the most recent event by adding the most 
recent record to the statistical model (updating statistical measures stored in the 
flow-entry; column 1 1 , lines 50-58; column 12, lines 55-67), wherein an identifier 
is associated with each record event (i.e. unique flow signature; column 1 1 , lines 
15-49), including updating only a portion of the statistical model associated with 
the identifier (i.e. updating statistical measures of the flow-entry that matches the 
unique flow signature/previously encountered flow; column 17, lines 9-60; Figure 
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3-item 322). 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 23, 25-26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dietz et al (US Patent 6,839,751), in view of Kawasaki (US Patent 6,539,375), 
hereinafter referred to as Dietz and Kawasaki. 

In reference to claim 23, Dietz discloses a method for re-using information from data 
transactions for maintaining statistics in network monitoring. Dietz discloses (abstract; 
column 4, lines 14-33): 

• A method for analyzing a stream of usage data (Figure 3; column 8, lines 45-56) 
over a rolling time interval, comprising: 

• Defining a statistical model (i.e. statistical measures/network usage metrics; 
column 3, lines 14-33; column 17, lines 35-53) from a set of record events over a 
rolling time interval (i.e. flow-entry; column 10, line 55-column 11, line 5); 

• Defining the rolling time interval to include a plurality of update time intervals (i.e. 
time interval; column 33, line 15-coIumn 34, line 30); 

• Receiving a record event from the stream of network usage data over the rolling 
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time interval, (i.e. new packet of flow arrives at monitor; column 8, lines 45-62; 
Figure 3-item 302); 

• Storing the record event for each update interval in a history cache (i.e. cache 
memory containing flow database; column 17, lines 4-34); 

• Generating a statistical model (i.e. statistical measures/network usage metrics; 
column 3, lines 14-33; column 17, lines 35-53) over the rolling time interval using 
the statistical model and each record event stored in the history cache (i.e. flow- 
entry; column 10, line 55-column 11, line 5); 

• Updating the statistical model using the statistical model and a most recent event 
for a most recent update time interval (updating statistical measures stored in the 
flow-entry; column 11, lines 50-58; column 12, lines 55-67), including updating 
only a portion of the statistical model associated (i.e. unique flow signature; 
column 1 1 , lines 15-49), with the most recent record event (i.e. updating 
statistical measures of the flow-entry that matches the unique flow 
signature/previously encountered flow; column 17, lines 9-60; Figure 3-item 322). 

Although Dietz teaches substantial features of the invention, the reference fails to 
disclose: wherein each record event is associated with a user identifier. Nonetheless, 
this would have been an obvious modification to the aforementioned method to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Kawasaki. 

In an analogous art, Kawasaki discloses associating record events to a use 
identification (i.e. user profile), used in a method for tracking network (i.e. internet) 
usage of users, (column 2, lines 47-54; column 4, lines 42-61). This modification to the 
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aforementioned method would have been obvious, because one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been so motivated to identify network usage of specific users session 
tracking in client/server exchanges, (column 26, lines 17-37). 

In reference to claim 25, Dietz further discloses wherein generating a statistical model 
from the set of record events includes generating an aggregation table (i.e. flow-entry 

* 

table) for tracking an aggregation of record events associated with an identifier 
(columns 11-12). 

In reference to claim 26, Dietz discloses the most recent record is associated with an 
identifier (i.e. unique flow signature); and wherein updating the statistical model includes 
updating only the aggregation of the record events in the tracking table for that identifier 
i.e. updating statistical measures of the flow-entry that matches the unique flow 
signature/previously encountered flow; column 17, lines 9-60; Figure 3-item 322). 

Claim 29, 31-36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dietz et al (US Patent 6,839,751), in view of Aboulnaga et al. (US Patent 6,460,045), 
hereinafter referred to as Dietz and Aboulnaga. 

In reference to claim 29, Dietz discloses a method for re-using information from data 
transactions for maintaining statistics in network monitoring. Dietz discloses (abstract; 
column 4, lines 14-33): 

• A method for analyzing a stream of usage data (Figure 3; column . 8, lines 45-56) 
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over a rolling time interval, comprising: 

• Defining a statistical model (i.e. statistical measures/network usage metrics; 
column 3, lines 14-33; column 17, lines 35-53) from a set of record events (i.e. 
flow-entry; column 1 0, line 55-column 1 1 , line 5); 

• Defining the rolling time interval to include a plurality of update time intervals (i.e. 
time interval; column 33, line 15-column 34, line 30); 

• Receiving a record event from the stream of network usage data over the rolling 
time interval, (i.e. new packet of flow arrives at monitor; column 8, lines 45-62; 
Figure 3-item 302); 

• Storing the record event for each update interval in a history cache (i.e. cache 
memory containing flow database; column 17, lines 4-34); 

• Generating a statistical model (i.e. statistical measures/network usage metrics; 
column 3, lines 14-33; column 17, lines 35-53) over the rolling time interval using 
the statistical model and each record event stored in the history cache (i.e. flow- 
entry; column 10, line 55-column 11, line 5); 

• Updating the statistical model using the statistical model and a most recent event 
for a most recent update time interval (updating statistical measures stored in the 

4 

flow-entry; column 11, lines 50-58; column 12, lines 55-67), including updating 
only a portion of the statistical model associated (i.e. unique flow signature; 
column 11, lines 15-49), with the most recent record event (i.e. updating 
statistical measures of the flow-entry that matches the unique flow 
signature/previously encountered flow; column 17, lines 9-60; Figure 3-item 322). 
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Although Dietz teaches substantial features of the invention, the reference fails to 

disclose: the method generating a histogram statistical model representative of the 
network data, wherein the histogram having a first axis illustrating total usage defined by 
a number of bins, each bin having a usage variable range, and a second axis defined by 
a frequency corresponding to a number of users having a total usage within the usage 
variable range of each bin. Nonetheless, histogram statistical models were well known 
in the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Aboulnaga. Therefore, this 
limitation would have been an obvious modification to the aforementioned method, as 
disclosed by the references, for one of ordinary skill in the art. 

In an analogous art, Aboulnaga discloses a method of building histogram 
statistical models, (column 5, line 37 to column 6, line 3). Aboulnaga further shows 
building a histogram that includes a first axis defined a number of bins (i.e. bins; Figure 
6-BUCKETS), each bin having a variable range (i.e. high to low; Figure 3; column 6, 
lines 30-55) and a second axis defined by a frequency (Figure 3&6) within the variable 
range of each bin, (columns 5-10). This modification would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, so as employ the bins and buckets of the flow-entry table (Dietz; 
column 17, lines 9-35) to increase the accuracy of the statistical model estimations and 
thereby increasing process effectiveness, (Aboulnaga column 1, lines 54-55). 

In reference to claim 31, Dietz further discloses wherein defining the statistical model 
includes an aggregation table (i.e. flow-entry table) of each record event stored in the 
history cache (i.e. flow-entry table), (columns 11-12). 
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In reference to claim 32, Dietz discloses wherein the history cache is an array of 
memory segments, wherein the number of memory segments is equal to the number of 
update time intervals in the rolling time interval, (columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 33, Dietz discloses defining the statistical model to include an 
aggregation of each record event stored in the history cache (i.e. flow-entry table; 
columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 34, Dietz discloses defining an index array associated including a 
set of contiguous index segments, wherein each index segment including a pointer to 
the memory segment storing in the history cache storing the next consecutive record 
event, (i.e. lookup engine; columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 35, Dietz discloses defining a first pointer to the index segment 
associated with the memory segment storing the least recent record event, (i.e. lookup 
engine; columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 36, Aboulnaga discloses generating a histogram statistical model 
from the aggregation table (column 5, line 37 to column 6, line 3); and Dietz discloses 
updating only the portion of the histogram statistical model associated with most recent 
record event, (column 17, lines 9-60). 
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Claims 2-6, 8-10, 12 and 38-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dietz as applied to claims 1 and 37 above, and further in view 
of Steinbiss et al. (US Patent 6,823,307), hereinafter referred to as Steinbiss. 

In reference to claims 2 and 38, although Dietz discloses substantial features of 
the aforementioned method, the reference fails to explicitly disclose the method further 
comprising the step of: updating the statistical model includes removing a least recent 
event from the statistical model. Nonetheless, this would have been an obvious 
modification to the aforementioned method, to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention, as further evidenced by Steinbiss. 

In an analogous art, Steinbiss discloses a method for employing stochastic 
models that involves storing recently recognized elements in a cache, (abstract; column 
2, lines 25-38; and column 5, lines 15-30). Steinbiss further discloses removing the least 
recently stored element, (column 5, line 60 to column 6, line 7). This modification would 
have been obvious, because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been so 
motivated to implement this feature so as to maximize available memory space, thereby 
reducing cost associated with larger capacity cache memories, (Steinbiss column 5, line 
66 to column 6, line 3). 

In reference to claim 3 and 39, although Dietz discloses substantial features of 
the aforementioned method such as storing the set of records in a history cache 
(column 17, lines 18-20), the reference fails to explicitly disclose the method further 
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comprising the step of: if the history cache is full, updating the statistical model includes 
removing a least recent event from the statistical model. Nonetheless, this would have 
been an obvious modification to the aforementioned method, to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Steinbiss. 

In an analogous art, Steinbiss discloses a method for employing stochastic 
models that involves storing recently recognized elements in a cache, (abstract; column 
2, lines 25-38; and column 5, lines 15-30). Steinbiss further discloses once the cache is 
full, removing the least recently stored element, (column 5, line 60 to column 6, line 7). 
This modification would have been obvious, because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been so motivated to implement this feature so as to maximize available 
memory space, thereby reducing cost associated with larger capacity cache memories, 
(Steinbiss column 5, line 66 to column 6, line 3). 

* 

In reference to claims 4 and 40, Dietz discloses defining the statistical model to 
include an aggregation of each record event stored in the history cache (columns 11- 
12). 

In reference to claims 5 and 41 , Dietz further discloses wherein generating a 
statistical model from the set of record events includes generating an aggregation table 
(i.e. flow-entry table) for tracking an aggregation of record events associated with an 
identifier (columns 11-12). 
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In reference to claims 6, 9,42,and 44 Dietz discloses generating a complex 
statistical model representative of the network data from the aggregation table (column 
17, lines 35-59). 

In reference to claims 8 and 43, Dietz discloses the most recent record is 
associated with an identifier (i.e. unique flow signature); and wherein updating the 
statistical model includes updating only the aggregation of the record events in the 
tracking table for that identifier i.e. updating statistical measures of the flow-entry that 
matches the unique flow signature/previously encountered flow; column 17, lines 9-60;. 
Figure 3-item 322). 

In reference to claim 10, Dietz discloses updating the statistical model includes 
updating only a portion of the complex statistical model associated with an identifier 
(columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 12, Steinbiss discloses upon receiving the most recent 
record event replacing the least recent record even stored in the history cache with the 
most recent record event, (column 5, line 60 to column 6, line 7). 

Claims 7,11, 14-22, and 46-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dietz and Steinbiss as applied to claim 3 above, and further in 
view of Aboulnaga et al. (US Patent 6,460,045), hereinafter referred to as Dietz and 
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Aboulnaga. 

In reference to claims 7 and 1 1 , although Dietz and Steinbiss discloses substantial 
features of the claimed invention, the references fail to show generating a histogram 
statistical model representative of the network data from the aggregation table. 
Nonetheless, histogram statistical models were well known in the art at the time of the 
invention, as further evidenced by Aboulnaga. Therefore, this limitation would have 
been an obvious modification to the aforementioned method, as disclosed by the 

■ 

references, for one of ordinary skill in the art. 

In an analogous art, Aboulnaga discloses a method of building histogram 
statistical models, (column 5, line 37 to column 6, line 3). Aboulnaga further shows 
building a histogram that includes a first axis defined a number of bins (i.e. bins; Figure 
6-BUCKETS), each bin having a variable range (i.e. high to low; Figure 3; column 6, 
lines 30-55) and a second axis defined by a frequency (Figure 3&6) within the variable 
range of each bin, (columns 5-10). This modification would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, so as employ the bins and buckets of the aggregation table (I.e. 
flow-entry table; Dietz; column 17, lines 9-35) to increase the accuracy of the statistical 
model estimations and thereby increasing process effectiveness, (Aboulnaga column 1, 
lines 54-55). 

In reference to claim 14, Steinbiss further discloses wherein if the history cache is full, 
updating the statistical model further includes removing a least recent record event set 
associated with a least recent update time interval from the statistical model, (column 5, 
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line 60 to column 6, line 7). 

In reference to claim 15, Dietz discloses defining the statistical model to include an 
aggregation of each record event stored in the history cache (i.e. flow-entry table; 
columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 16, Dietz discloses wherein the history cache is an array of 
memory segments, wherein the number of memory segments is equal to the number of 
update time intervals in the rolling time interval, (columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 17, Dietz discloses storing each record event in a memory 
segment in the history cache, (columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 18, Dietz discloses defining an index array associated including a 
set of contiguous index segments, wherein each index segment including a pointer to 
the memory segment storing in the history cache storing the next consecutive record 
event, (i.e. lookup engine; columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 19, Dietz discloses defining a first pointer to the index segment 
associated with the memory segment storing the least recent record event, (i.e. lookup 
engine; columns 17-18). 
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In reference to claim 20, Steinbiss discloses wherein upon receiving a most recent 
record event the method further comprising replacing the least recent record event 
stored in the history cache with the most recent record event, (column 5, line 60 to 
column 6, line 7). 

In reference to claim 21, Dietz discloses, moving the first pointer to the next contiguous 
index segment, (i.e. lookup engine; columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 22, Dietz discloses further defining a second pointer to the index 
segment associated with the memory segment storing the most recent record event, 
(i.e. lookup engine; columns 17-18). 

In reference to claim 46, Dietz, Steinbiss, and Aboulnaga explicitly show the limitations, 
as previously addressed for claims 1, 3,4,5,8, 1 1 , 1 8, 1 9,20,21 , and 29, due to claim 46 
reciting the combination of all of the limitations of the aforementioned claims. 

In reference to claim 47, Aboulnaga shows wherein the histogram that includes a first 
axis defined a number of bins (i.e. bins; Figure 6-BUCKETS), each bin having a variable 
range (i.e. high to low; Figure 3; column 6, lines 30-55) and a second axis defined by a 
frequency (Figure 3&6) within the variable range of each bin, (columns 5-10). 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dietz and 



* 
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Kawasaki as applied to claim 23 above, and further in view of Steinbiss et al. (US 
Patent 6,823,307), hereinafter referred to as Steinbiss. 

In reference to claim 24, although Dietz and Kawasaki disclose substantial 

T 

features of the aforementioned method such as storing the set of records in a history 
cache (column 17, lines 18-20), the references fail to explicitly disclose the method 
further comprising the step of: if the history cache is full, updating the statistical model 
includes removing a least recent event from the statistical model. Nonetheless, this 
would have been an obvious modification to the aforementioned method, to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Steinbiss. 

In an analogous art, Steinbiss discloses a method for employing stochastic 
models that involves storing recently recognized elements in a cache, (abstract; column 
2, lines 25-38; and column 5, lines 15-30). Steinbiss further discloses once the cache is 
full, removing the least recently stored element, (column 5, line 60 to column 6, line 7). 
This modification would have been obvious, because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been so motivated to implement this feature so as to maximize available 
memory space, thereby reducing cost associated with larger capacity cache memories, 
(Steinbiss column 5, line 66 to column 6, line 3). 

Claims 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dietz 
and Kawasaki as applied to claim 23 above, and further in view of Aboulnaga et 
al. (US Patent 6,460,045), hereinafter referred to as Aboulnaga. 

In reference to claim 27, although Dietz and Kawasaki disclose substantial features of 
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the claimed invention, the references fail to show generating a histogram statistical 
model representative of the network data from the aggregation table. Nonetheless, 
histogram statistical models were well known in the art at the time of the invention, as 
further evidenced by Aboulnaga. Therefore, this limitation would have been an obvious 
modification to the aforementioned method, as disclosed by the references, for one of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

In an analogous art, Aboulnaga discloses a method of building histogram 
statistical models, (column 5, line 37 to column 6, line 3). Aboulnaga further shows 
building a histogram that includes a first axis defined a number of bins (i.e. bins; Figure 
6-BUCKETS), each bin having a variable range (i.e. high to low; Figure 3; column 6, 
lines 30-55) and a second axis defined by a frequency (Figure 3&6) within the variable 
range of each bin, (columns 5-10). This modification would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, so as employ the bins and buckets of the aggregation table (I.e. 
flow-entry table; Dietz; column 17, lines 9-35) to increase the accuracy of the statistical 
model estimations and thereby increasing process effectiveness, (Aboulnaga column 1, 
lines 54-55). 

In reference to claim 28, Dietz discloses updating the statistical model includes updating 
only a portion of the complex statistical model associated with an identifier (columns 17- 
18). 



Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dietz and 
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Aboulnaga as applied to claim 29 above, and further in view of Steinbiss et al. (US 
Patent 6,823,307), hereinafter referred to as Steinbiss. 

In reference to claim 30, although Dietz and Aboulnaga disclose substantial 
features of the aforementioned method such as storing the set of records in a history 
cache (column 17, lines 18-20), the references fail to explicitly disclose the method 
further comprising the step of: if the history cache is full, updating the statistical model 
includes removing a least recent event from the statistical model. Nonetheless, this 
would have been an obvious modification to the aforementioned method, to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Steinbiss. 

* 

In an analogous art, Steinbiss discloses a method for employing stochastic 
models that involves storing recently recognized elements in a cache, (abstract; column 
2, lines 25-38; and column 5, lines 15-30). Steinbiss further discloses once the cache is 
full, removing the least recently stored element, (column 5, line 60 to column 6, line 7). 
This modification would have been obvious, because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been so motivated to implement this feature so as to maximize available 
memory space, thereby reducing cost associated with larger capacity cache memories, 
(Steinbiss column 5, line 66 to column 6, line 3). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LaShanya R Nash whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3957. The examiner can normally be reached on 9am-5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571) 272-3949. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



LaShanya Nash 
Art Unit, 2153 | 
March 20, 2006 
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